THE FALL  OF THE LABOUR GOVERNMENT, 1931
of the House of Commons. The difficulty was to get a method
that would satisfy both sides. There are two points of view
Nothing shows this more than the fact that every Finance
Bill debate is a battleground between the defenders of the
direct tax-payers on the one hand and of the indirect tax-
payers on the other. The Conservative and Liberal leaders
were determined that the method chosen would be one that
would call for the least sacrifice from the class whose interests
it was their special concern to protect.
No drastic economies, no wage cuts, nothing would avail
unless the savings included a savage cut in unemployment
benefit. To the majority of the Labour Cabinet this was an
attack on'the working classes. A cut of 10 per cent meant
that the benefit of an unemployed man with a wife and two
children would be reduced from 305. to 273. per week. To do
this would mean a definite lowering of their standard of life.
For hundreds of thousands of the poorest of the poor it meant
serious hardship and hopeless misery. No burden on the
wealthier classes, no cut in the income of the salaried class is
in any way comparable with that which drives down the
unemployed from poverty to privation. The majority of the
Labour Cabinet believed that. To speak of * equality of
sacrifice ' in this connection was the most shameless hypocrisy.
If the Prime Minister had told the truth, it meant that these
political leaders were willing to risk disaster for purposes of
political strategy.
It was a serious choice that lay before those members of
the Labour Cabinet. They had tasted the sweets of Office,
many of them for the first time. They were men, for the
most part, who had risen from poverty to the honour and
prestige of the British Cabinet. Now they were to sacrifice all
on a question of principle. They knew only too well how
easy it was by the strategy of panic and the use of propaganda
to misrepresent their motives and stir the public to condemn
their action. They could easily find many reasons for holding
on to Office ; but to have done so would have been a betrayal
of their faith. They realized that their decision to stand by
the unemployed meant political suicide. They were prepared
to make that sacrifice.
When the Cabinet met on Sunday evening at 10 Downing
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